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.EFFICACY REVIEW

DATE: ING-29-g89 OUT{-31-90

FILE OR REG. NO. 25‘464115

PETITION OR EXP. PERMIT NO.

DATE DIV. RECEIVED September 18, 1989

DATE OF SUBMISSION  September 13. 1989

DATE SUBMISSION ACCEPTED

TYPE PRODUCT(S): (I), p, H, F, N; R, S -

: 4412382-01 - ' .
DATA ACCESSION NO(S). #12382-02; Record Number: 252175 Action Code: 305
- Y123%2-03 : : ? .
PRODUCT MGR. NO. . 15- LaRocca,
L !
PRODUCT NAME(S) Hm“l’z@ Biqckade® for Degs
COMPANY NAME The Hortz Meuntoin Corporation

SUBMISSION PURPOSE Provide performance data ebtained a,ccarding to a

company devised protocol in support of claims of
» ’ ‘ LA )

+oxici+’y 40 and rei‘n\ k,nc’y of deer tick on dogs‘

CHEMICAL & FORMULATION N,N-Diethyl-m-tolvamide : 8.2%
Other isomers - 0.457

Cyano {3-plenoxypheny)) methyl- 4#-chloro-alpha- = .
U-me;thy '&eﬂ\)( 1) benzeneacetate " 0.09%

(non-o.q'ueous ?ressurizé& 11qv'xd spray, 7 or 13 £L. 6z

CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS The duta presented in EPA Accession (MRID)
Number 412382-01, having been obtained according 1o o company devised protocol
a)

which incorporates all essential requirements of § a5- 3) on p. 263and
meets the s%m\do.ri of §95-9 (55(256% on p. 26% of éﬁe P‘rudug Performance. Guide-
lines. are adequate 1o nstrafe the effectiveness of the subject product in re—
pelling and ki U'm% the deer tick, Lx mini, the carrier of Lyme disease,

when ggg}ig= according to label directions. Thedata presented inYMRI_D Number
412382-02, having bezn obtained according to a compcm}/ devised protocel which
incc[&om{us essentia| requirements of & A5-9@B) on pe 264 of the Guide lines.

are adequate o demonstrafe the effectiveness of the sv'bjecTwoduc% os a reyeﬂé!ﬁ
{0 The deer tick on dogs when applied accor_&ing‘fo label directions. Theddata pre-
sertted in MRID Number ‘(—12382-@, having beeobtained according to o company de~
vised pratacol which incorporates esséng‘iql requiremets of & ‘1%’-‘1(4)(2)_@& ) on
pe 263 and meets the standard of § 5-A(X2)G) on p. 264 of +he Guidelines, are
adequate fo demonstrate the effectiveness of the su Egjedfroducf in kill u:é‘fhe‘
deer Hick on dogs when aﬂ)\ied qccordirg Yo {abel directions, The dato iddicate
that the in vifto method overestimates Fhe gmount of spray required per poond of
animal bod)l weiaﬁ‘l‘ by abovt 5% when applied as a repellent bot vnderest imates
the amount’ required when applied a5 a toxivant by abest 237, Ali‘_’g Zﬁ‘-@ ‘25*]’-00
per Pnon.d of boj% weight” overestimates the time/ fo cover a shorthaired animal on

onderestimotes Yhe fime fo cover a lona\mulrecl animal but neither is signiﬂcan ,
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